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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the paper(s) filed 2/21/06. 

2. Claims 8, 12-17, 28 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 2/21/06. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded 
hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01 . 

■ Paragraphs 2. 21 . 26. 35 include URLs that should be removed. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Ciaim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C, 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-7. 9-11. 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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■ Claims 1-7, 9-1 1 are apparatus (server) claims, yet the claims set forth the 
mere existence of data and what appear to be method steps rather than the 
server's storage and programmed functionality (i.e. its structure). 

■ Claims 1 and 9, it is unclear whether the communications unit location 
detector is provided as a part of the server or as part of the device. If part of 
the device, the limitation should then be removed from the (server) claims. 

■ Claims 7, 22, it is unclear how many templates are positively being recited. 
Claim 6 can be interpreted as providing a single template, while claim 7 refers 
to two positive templates. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C, 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

7. Claims 1-3, 18-20, 23, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Feinberg (US 2001/0053999) in view of Ward et a! (US 
2002/0151305). 

8. Regarding claims 1,18, 23, 24, Feinberg teaches a user of a cell phone 40] 
requesting content and receiving such user-requested content along with displayed 
advertising targeted to their determined location [jj 6]. The advertising is selected by 
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the use of ad attributes that are stored in the ad table, enabling the server to locate 
matching (relevant) ads for the user's particular reported location 22]. The ad is then 
coupled with the requested content and presented to the user's device 22], thus 
providing what is interpreted as a "delivery interface that publishes". 

9. Regarding claims 2, 3, 19, 20, Feinberg also teaches other targeting parameters 
including time of day 33]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 4-7, 9-11, 21, 22, 26, 27, 29-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Feinberg (US 2001/0053999) in view of Ward et al (US 
2002/0151305). 

1 2. Regarding claims 4. 5, 9-1 1 , 26, 27, 29-33, Feinberg does not teach additionally 
matching advertising to a user's "home" location in order to provide location-based 
targeting to a user's home location which differs from the user's current location. Ward 
et al however also teaches a cell phone user that can be targeted with location-specific 
advertising. In particular, Ward et al teaches that one of the criteria for choosing 
targeted advertising can be the user's home location. In this manner, the cell phone 
user from St. Louis can be targeted with advertising for his home team playing an away 
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game in the current city where he is traveling 74]. It would have been obvious for one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have used such home location 
criteria with the attribute-matching, targeted advertising system of Feinberg, so that 
local advertising can be delivered to travelers. 

13. Regarding claims 6, 7, 21 , 22, the server that delivers the web pages having 
inserted advertising is taken to inherently provide templates so that the requested 
content and dynamic advertising can be presented properly. 

14. Claims 25, 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Feinberg (US 2001/0053999) in view of Ward et al (US 2002/0151305) and 
restaurantrow.com (cited by applicant). 

15. Regarding claims 25, 34, Feinberg does not appear to teach adjustable proximity 
ranges. Restaurantrow.com however teaches delivering location-based content to a 
user depending on a user-adjustable proximity attribute. It would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have given the user the 
ability to alter a proximity setting so that the user may receive local information with 
varying degrees of proximity. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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■ Sitaraman et al (US6466977) teaches custom location-based advertising 

delivered to nearby travelers who are away from their home area [col. 7 lines 
14-37], 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey D, Carlson whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6716. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8a-5:30p, (off on alternate 
Fridays). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571)272-6724. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3622 
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